

































Silva (1990 : pp12-17)によると、 ESL作文教育の方法には大きく 4つの
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A Case Study of a Feedback Activity in L2 Composition 
Kumiko Y AMADA 
Studies in the role and effect of feedback on L2 compositions 
have tended to focus on formal features and amount of writing. They 
hardly examines how feedback affects the content and the writer. The 
author had fifteen "dialogue on composition" sessions over the course 
of one year with a Korean speaking graduate student, where both the 
author and the research participant wrote essays in their second 
language (Korean and Japanese respectively) and provided feedback 
to each other. At the end of the project they also had a conversation to 
reflect on their experience. Based on audio recordings of the dialogues 
and the final reflective conversation, fieldnotes of the dialogue sessions 
and compositions discussed there, this paper explores how the dia-
logues have affected the research participant's understanding of herself 
as a writer and her motivation to write to communicate. 
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